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air,140 while Mackie's contribution to the Oxford History of
England handsomely summarizes much that can no longer be
accepted.141 Even BindofTs often brilliant short account,
which does give weight to more recent findings in economic
history, still stands under Pollard's powerful influence.142 And
Williamson, who wrote later, could easily have written fifty
years earlier.143

On the other hand, Elton has made an effort to see the cen-
tury afresh, believing as he does that the findings of research
force a very different interpretative scheme upon the his-
torian.144 He sees the years 1530-40 as the fulcrum of the
whole story: in that decade, he claims, a still traditional
system of government and ideas was so drastically transformed
that the history of England can be said to have thereafter, and
only thereafter, developed along genuinely new lines. He em-
phasizes (no doubt too much so) the part played by Thomas
Cromwell and treats the age of Elizabeth, in which the older
tradition discovered the makings of a coming revolution, as
essentially conservative. This thesis, which in part rests on the
author's own research, has some support from other work to be
mentioned later. However, the very idea of a revolution where
none was mentioned before \vas bound to evoke protest; in the
ensuing debate both sides no doubt believed themselves vic-
torious, but at least the defence of the revolution was left with
the last word.145
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